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REMARKS 

The present response is intended to be fully responsive to all points of objection 
and/or rejection raised by the Examiner and is believed to place the application in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the application is respectfully 
requested. 

Applicants assert that the present invention is new, non-obvious and useful. Prompt 
consideration and allowance of the claims is respectfully requested. 



Status of Claims 

Claims 1-41 are pending. 
Claims 1-41 have been rejected. 

Claims 1, 4, 8, 9, 18, 19, 24, 32 and 33 have been amended. 

Claim 1 was amended by adding "wherein the media stream associated data structure 
comprises either one of a duplicating frame or a location of a duplicating frame; wherein a 
number of duplicating frames that are positioned between adjacent independently decoded 
frames determines a presentation rate of a trick play media stream that comprises duplicating 
frames and independently decoded frames". 

Claim 4 was amended to correct a typographical error. 

Claim 8 was amended by adding in line 7: "said processing comprises determining a 
required number of duplicating frames between each pair of independently decoded frames of 
a trick play media stream based on the requested display mode". 

Claim 9 was amended by removing the above sentence. 

Claim 18 and 19 were amended in a similar manner to claims 8 and 9, respectively. 

Claim 24 was amended by adding in line 3: "that include information related to 
independently decoded frames and duplicating frames of a stored media stream" and in line 
5: "determine the required number of duplicating frames between each pair of independently 
decoded frames of a trick play media stream in response to the requested display mode". 
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Claims 32 and 33 were amended in a similar manner to claims 8 and 9. 
Applicants respectfully assert that the amendments to the claims add no new matter. 



CLAIM REJECTIONS 

35 U.S.C. § 102 Rejections 

In the Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-36 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e), as 
being anticipated by DeMoney (US Patent No. 6,065,050). Applicants respectfully traverse 
this rejection in view of the remarks that follow. 

The DeMoney reference teaches a system that stores a normal play stream and one 
or more corresponding trick play streams. The system then creates an index table or look- 
up table for each of the normal play and trick play video streams, each index table 
includes an array of two-tuples, wherein the two-tuples are the normal play time standard and 
an offset into the respective stream. 

As per claim 1, the DeMoney reference does not teach "wherein the media stream 
associated data structure comprises either one of a duplicating frame or a location of a 
duplicating frame; wherein a number of duplicating frames that are positioned between 
adjacent independently decoded frames determines a presentation rate of a trick play media 
stream that comprises duplicating frames and independently decoded frames". The DeMoney 
reference describes storing timing and offset related of the specific media stream and not to 
independently decoded frames and duplicating-frames. 

The DeMoney reference teaches storing the various trick play media stream in 
advance and does not teach using the index table for online generating the trick play media 
stream, as can be achieved by the media stream associated data structure of the present 
application. 

As per claim 8, the DeMoney reference does not teach or suggest "said processing (of 
the media stream associated data structure) comprises determining a required number of 
duplicating frames between each pair of independently decoded frames of a trick play media 
stream based on to the requested display mode". 
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As per claim 9, (part of which subject matter is now incorporated into claim 8), the 
Examiner refers to the "background of the invention" of the DeMoney reference. However, 
this reference teaches the MPEG2 standard, e.g. compression, type of frames and so on, but 
does not teach generating a trick play media stream. Column 2 lines 31-33 of the DeMoney 
reference's summary only teaches the format of the full media stream: "The I or Intra frames 
contain the video data for the entire frame of video and are typically placed every 10 to 15 
frames" and does not teach "determining a required number of duplicating frames". 

Claims 18, 24 and 32 were amended in a similar manner as claims 1 and 8. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully assert that amended independent claims 1, 8, 18, 
24 and 32 are allowable. Claims 2-7, 9-17, 19-23, 25-31 and 33-41 depend from, directly or 
indirectly, claims 1, 8, 18, 24 and 32, and therefore include all the limitations of those claims. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully assert that claims 2-7, 9-17, 19-23, 25-31 and 33-41 are 
likewise allowable. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw 
the rejections to amended independent claims 1, 8, 18, 24 and 32 and to claims 2-7, 9-17, 19- 
23, 25-31 and 33-41 dependent thereon. 

35 U.S.C. § 103 Rejections 

In the Office action, the Examiner rejected claims 12, 22 and 26 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a), as being unpatentable over DeMoney (US Patent No. 6,065,050). 

Claims 12, 22 and 26 are allowable at least as being dependent on allowable base 
claims for at least the reasons discussed above. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants assert that the pending 
claims are allowable. Their favorable reconsideration and allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Should the Examiner have any question or comment as to the form, content or entry 
of this Amendment, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number below. Similarly, if there are any further issues yet to be resolved to advance the 
prosecution of this application to issue, the Examiner is requested to telephone the 
undersigned counsel. 

Please charge any fees associated with this paper to deposit account No. 50-3355. 



Respectfully submitted, 
/Oren Reches/ 
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